more than once, and he lived to tell the tale for many years.
I think these pillars were lethal contraptions, but several were used by my authority in a rural area at that time. One of these pillars had been used by an engineer to commit suicide. It was so easy to do. The pillar has long since been replaced by a substation.
In spite of the apparent lack of regard for safety in those days I do not think we had such severe accidents as now. 
Gas for electricity generationfree market effects
Dear Sir -I greatly deplore the market-led policy of a rapid expansion of gas-consuming power station installations. The country as a whole may slightly benefit from the shortterm gains of this policy if the claims of cheaper electricity generation prove to be correct (claims I find far from convincing). The only certain beneficiaries are the shareholders in the electricity supply companies who obtain a quicker return on the smaller capital investment which combined-cycle gas power plant offers compared to coal power plant. The policy involves the use of large quantities of the most useful and flexible fuel available to the nation for a purpose which has until recently been adequately provided by a fuel which cannot be used easily and efficiently except in large coal-fired boilers of modern power stations.
To run down the limited stocks of such a valuable fuel as natural gas for electricity generation instead of conserving it as carefully as possible for its ideal use in home and commercial heating and certain specialised industrial processes seems to me to demonstrate the fundamental weakness of a market-led energy policy. Surely society should give some thought to the long-term future and not concentrate on short-term gain almost exclusively.
I am not attacking the power generation companies which are clearly looking after their shareholders' interests (which in a free market they have a duty to do), but the lack of an overall system of national energy management which could and should consider what is in the long-term interests of not only the present but also the future energy consumers. I am attacking the lack of controls that should have been foreseen and provided within the legislation which dissolved the nationalised electricity industry, leading to this profligate waste of gas -or WONDERFUEL as the gas industry termed it -and which has also caused the near collapse of the coal industry.
I feel sure those to come who will suffer fuel shortage as the result of the progressive gas exhaustion and the absence of a thriving mining industry will look back in astonishment at our present society's lack of consideration of their needs in order to satisfy the 'needs of a free market'. 
Letters to the Editor
Working in the transportation industry, I am also seeing the impact of the public concern over EMFs. It is yet another reason for public opposition to new railway electrification systems, as well as making it more difficult, and probably more costly, to construct the high-voltage transmission lines (often at the 230kV level) necessary to provide the power to the traction substations. Questions have also been raised regarding the safety of working or riding on electric railways and magnetic levitated (Maglev) systems, not only from the magnetic fields associated with the traction power distribution systems, but also with the fields associated with the traction motors. Again the ongoing research in this area that I am aware of has yet to find any evidence supporting these concerns.
Another problem facing the professional electrical engineer is being asked the advisability of buying a home or living adjacent to high-voltage transmission lines. The answer to the first question is relatively easy. The concerns raised by the media have already made purchasing property next to high-voltage transmission lines a questionable investment. Even if the studies prove these concerns to be totally unfounded, it is unlikely that the stigma will be eliminated in the foreseeable future.
The second question is more complex. Unless research proves conclusively that there are absolutely no health hazards associated with exposure to EMFs, it involves comparing these risks with the other risks already being taken in everyday life. Some are avoidable, e.g. smoking, eating certain foods, riding in an automobile without a seat belt etc. Other risks are more difficult to impossible to avoid without drastically changing one's lifestyle. These include the risks involved in living in an industrial part of the country, hazards in the workplace etc. What is required is published works comparing the risks associated with EMFs to these risks and other known hazards such as radon gas and asbestos. Obviously this work should be performed independently from the utility companies and other parties that would be perceived as having a biased opinion. The bad press received from 3 Mile Island and Love Canal are not quickly forgotten.
Observing the number of people who still smoke, and the number of people who ride in and still allow small children to ride in cars without seat belts, taking large avoidable risks is part of many people's everyday lives. However, unless the facts can be convincingly conveyed to the general public a very small risk associated with EMFs will undoubtedly stall or significantly increase the cost of any project involving high-voltage overhead power lines. 
